REMARKS

{laims 1227 are pending. Claims 1 and 25 have been amende

Spegification

In the Office Action, the Examiner objected to specification on the basis that the
spectfication contains informalities. The specification was amended in Amendment and
Response o Office Action filed on 04/14/2005, page 2. Accordingly, this objection is moot, and

it is respectfully requesied that the objection be reconsidered and withdrawn.

Abstract
In the O{fice Action, the Examiner objected to abstract on the basis that the abstract

exceeds 150 words in length, The abstract was amended in Amendment and Response to Otfice
Action filed on 04/14/2008, page 2 and 3. Accordingly, this objection is moot, and i is

respectiulty requested that the objection be reconsidered and withdrawn,

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112 second paragraph

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejects claim 25 under 35 US.C. 112, second
paragraph, as allegedly being incomplete for omitting essential elements, and such omission
amounting 10 a gap between the elements, Puper No. 09883681-030907, page 3. Although
Applicanis respectfully disagrees, these objections are moot in light of the above amendment
Applicants respectiully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the objection 1o these claims,

and aliowance thereofl



Clajm Rejections ander 35 U.8.C, § 13
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In the Office Action, the Examiner rejects claims | throngh 14 under 35 U8 101, as

allegedly being directed o non-statutory subject matter. Paper No. 09883881-030907, page 3.

‘i

Although Applicants respectfully disagree, these objections are moot in light of the above
amendment. Applicants respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of

se claims, and allowance thereol,

,.‘
s
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{n the Ofice Action. the Examiner rejects claims 13 through 23 under 35 US.CL 101 a8
being allegedly direcied to non-statutory subject matter. Paper No. (09885681-030907, page 5.

en Bxaminer Kuen S. Lu and Applicant’s representative Chad

'\‘j‘
~4—

in a telephone interview

. st Ay : ‘ e . ~n
Zhong on July 10% 2007, Mr. Kuen agreed to withdraw the rejection to claims 15 through 23

due 1o an imternal policy change within the Patent Office. Applicants would tike to thank the
Fxaminer for granting the interview and respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of
the rejection of these claims, and aliowance thereof.

NNt

in the Office Action, the Examiner rejects to claims 24 through 27 under 35 U.8.C 101

\

as heing allegedly directed to non-statutory subject matter. Paper No. (9883681030907, page
3, However, the Examiner does not point out the specific reasoning for these rejections. The
Applicants respectinlly requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of these claims,

and allowance thereot.

Claim Rejections undey 33 U.S.C. § 183(a)

Claims 1-27 have been rejected under 35 ULS.C. § 103(a) as being allegedly unpateniable
over 1.8, Patent 6,247,032 to Bernardo ¢t al. (hereinafter referred to as Bernarde and further in

view of 1.8, Patent 6,012,087 to Freivald et al. (hereinafter referred to as Fredveds) and 1.8,

9



Patent 6,484,149 1o Janumes et al. (hereinafier referred to as Janumes). Applicants respectiully

Bernadn, Freiveld, and Jommes, considered separstely or in combination, fail to describe

OF SUg

pos:2

gest, infer glin, “each content item in the data source being associated with ime stamp
information to indicate the last time the content item was modified;” as recited in claim 1.

The Examiner admits that Bernado does not discuss or suggest "each content item in the
data source being associated with time stamp information to indicate the last time the content
item was modified®. Paper No. (09885681-030907, page 7. The Examiner also admits that
Freivald deseribes a dynamic web page with HTML header specifies the length of the page and
the time/date when the web page was lastly modified, Paper No. 09883681-030807, ¢ 7

Claim 1 discusses content Htem of the content page being stored in the data source within
in the data soarce. By contrast, Frevigld discusses only the entire URL or webpages being stored
in the data source. Col 7, lnes 25 through 35, Significanily, last-modified header discussed m
Freviald merely containg the date and time when the webpage was last modified. Hach record
within database 16 contains webpage or URL, and last-modified field 38 contains a copy of the
last-modifed header from the web server for the particndar page. Col. 7, finey 25 flyough 42,
Furthermore, Frievald fails to describe or suggest each content item in the data souree being

ociated with time starap information to indicate the content ttem was modified. At best,

Frieveld discusses a last modified field that's associated with last modification of the entire

webpage, Col. 3, lines 15 thraugh 25 wnd Col. 7, lines 39 through 4 . Rather than each content
itom in the data source being associated with time stamp information to indicate the last time the
content iter was modified as claimed. Therefore, the specific featare of "each content item n
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the data source being associated with time stamp information” is missing from both Bernado and

Fretvaid,

pe of Frefvald to read

&

To support ks rejection, the Examiner has reconstructed the langua
into the document that one of ordinary skill in the relevant art would be motivated to
timestamp each content Hem, instead of timestamping the entire web page. The Examiner has
provided no documentary evidence to support his reconstruction of frefva idd. Theretore, the
Fxaminer has improperdy relied on impermissible hindsight to reconstruct the express language
of Bernado and Freivadd 1o suggest the Applicant's invention,

Jemmes does hot cure the deficiencies of Bernado and Frefvald, because Fammes alse
does not describe or suggest " cach content Hem in the data source being assoct ad with time
stamp information.” In the Office Action, the Examiner only reties on Jamnies to d discuss “a
dependency record for storing information regarding a relationship between contert items that
comprise the content page and the content items stored in the data source e, Paper No. 09883681 -
030907, page 4.

b

Bernardo. Frievald, and Jommes; alone or in combination, further fails to describe or

23

suggest “a dependency veeord for storing information regarding a relationship between content

heg

items that comprise the content page and the comtent items stored in the data source and time

parameter information associated with the content items that comprise the content page;” as

Specifically, Jasumes” relationship table 202 stores data records that containg
relationships to group(a) having similar values, which may lead to other associated pages. The
. -

table is queried in response (0 4 request from a consumer for a construction of a Webpage. (ol

47, lines S through 30, Significantly, Jammes s silent on time parameter information associated



with the content items that comprise the content page. In accordance with claim 1, a dependency
record stores information regarding a relationship among three elements. In particudar, content
items that comprise the content page, content jtems stored in the data source, and time parametsr
information associated with the conterst ftems that coniprise the content page. To the exient that

Jammes fails to disclose the relationships among these three elements, Jupnmes does not deseribe

oy

Examiner farther alleges Fredvald teaches “time parameter information asseciated with
the coment ftems that comprise the content page;™ Paper No. 0988368030907, page 8. In

Freivald last-modified field contains a copy of the last modified header, which contains a date

N

and time of the last modification of the webpage, Significantly, this field only updates when

there is a modification to the webpage. Col. 3, lines 13 through 25 and Col. 7, lines 39 through

¥

42, Tn sharp comtrast, Jrmmes ' relationship table 202 is merely queried for a fook up fo

associated groups, no modification to any webpage is apparent in Jammes. Accordingly,

Freivald and Jammes may not be combined due to a lack of a reasonable expectation of suceess.

~

i documents are considered in combination, the totality of the teachings

of the combined documents fails to describe or suggest one or more limitations of claim 1 § for the

RN

reasons explained above, Hence, claim 1 is not rendered obvious under 35 U.S.C. 103 ba sed on

3

these documents, considered individually or in combination,

Jammes does not overcome Bernardo and Frivald s deficiencies, conseguently,

RBernardo, Frivald, and Jammes, either alone or in combination, do not describe or suggest claim
1 for at least the above reasons.

Therefore, for at least these reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that claim 1 i3

patentable over Berarde, Freivald, and Jammes. Claims 2-14 and 26-27 depend divectly or



indirectly from, and inclnde all the subject matter of, claim 1, which is gllowable for at least the
reasons discussed above. Therefore, it is submitted that claims 2-14 and 26-27 are also

allowable, since they depend from allowable claim 1.

o

Claims 15-33

Claim 15 of the application recites a method for determining when a content page
contains out of date content items as a result of changes made to a template or content Hems
stored in a data source., The method includes generating a template to define the content ems 10
be included in the content page and the arrangement of the content items on the content page.
The method further includes executing the template with a template engine 1o generate the
coment page as defined by the template and generating one or more dependency records to
captnre a refationship between the content ftems that are included in the content page, the
iempliate nsed to generate the content page. and the content items stored in the data sowrce. Data
contained in the dependency records is then compared with data contained in the data source 1o
determine if the content page is out of date,

As indicated by the Examiner, neither Bernardo nor Freivedd describes or suggests
“generating one or more dependency records 1o capture a relationship between the content items
that comprise the content page, the template used to generate the content page, and the content

14

items stored i ata source.” The Examiner contends that this deficiency ts found in Janumes,

for®

the

joos}

Howrver, Applicants respectfully submit that Janones also fails o deseribe or suggest
“generating one or more dependency records o capture a relationship between the content tems

that comprise the content page, the template used to generate the content page, aud the content

items stored in the data source.” In Jammes, the relationship table 202 stores data records that



contains relationships to group(s) having similar values, which may lead to other associated

pages. The table is queried in response to a request from a consumer for a construction of a

@

Webpage. (ol 47, fines 5 through 30, Jummes does not describe or sugg

gest generating one or
more dependency records”™ much less “dependency records” that “capture a relaticaship between
the content iiems that comprise the content page, the template used to generate the content page,
and the content items stored in the data source.” As previously described, Jumimes provides g
aser requesied webpage that utilizes attributes of a relationship table to refrieve related data
records. Jammes does not deseribe or suggest capturing any comparison or relationship between
these attributes and other content iiems stored in the database prior 1o entering the user’s edits or
changes within the database. Moreover, in Jammes, the system merely displays ali the data
records that are associated with the user request. Jamimes is silent regarding determining
whether the content page is out of date. Accordingly. Jemmes does not “determine if the content
page is out of date” based on “comparing data coniained in the dependency records.” Theretore,
for at least these reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that claim 13 is patentable over
Bernardo, Freivald, and Jammes.

{laims 16-23 depend directly or indirectly from, and inelude all the subject matter of

claim 13, which is allowable for at feast the reasons discussed above. Therefore, it 1s submitied

that claims 16-23 are also allowable, since they depend from allowable claim 15.

Claim 24
Claim 24 of the application recites a method for generating one or more dependency
records that can be used to determine when content items that comprise a content page have been
modified. The method includes generating a template to define the content items 1o be included

in the content page and the arrangement of the content items on the content page, where the

14



content page inclndes content items stored in a data source. The method further includes
excouting the template with a template engine to generate the content page as defined by the
terplate. One or more dependency records are generated o capture a relationship between the
content items that are included in the content page. the template used o generate the content

He contert 1tems stored in the data source,
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As indicated by the Bxaminer, neither Bernarde nor Freivald deseribes or suggests

“penerating one or more dependency records to capture a relationship between the content tems
that comprise the content page, the template used 1o generate the content page. and the content
items stored in the data source.” Applicants respectfully submit that Jamunes also falls o
describe or sugges! “penerating one or more dependency records to capture a relationship
between the content ftems that comprise the content page, the template used to generate the
content page, and the content items stored in the data source.”

In Jammes, the relationship table 202 stores data records that contains relationships 1o

B

group(s} having similar values, which may lead to other assoclated pages. The table is goeried in

response 10 a request from a consumer for a construction of a Webpage. Col. 47, lines 5 through

30, Jammes does not deseribe or suggest “generating one or more dependency records” much

==}

less “dependency records” that “capture @ relationship between the content items that comprise

o

the content page, the teraplate used to generate the content page, and the content Hiems stored in
the data source.” Jammes does not deseribe or suggest capturing any comparison or relationship
betwaen these attributes and other content fiems stored in the database prior to entering the user’s
edits or changes within the database. Therefore, for at least these reasons, Applicamts

respectfully submit that claim 24 {s patentable over Bernardo, Freivald, and Jummes

S
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Claim 235 has been rejected under 35 US.CL § 103(g) as allegedly being unpatentable

over Frefvald in view of Jasunes. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejections as discussed

helow,

Claim 28 of the application recites a method for determining when a content page

s

comtaing content Homs that are out of date, whereby the content page is generated by mstructions

contained in a template that identifies content tems stored in a data source for mclusion in the

H

content page. 1

15

he method comprises storing one or more dependency records to capture a
relationship between content items that comprise the content page, the template used o generate
the content page, and the conlent items stored in the data source. The method further includes
comparing the dats contained in the dependency records with data contained n the data source (©

¥

determine if the content page is out of date. The content page is then regenerated, whereby the

comparison step determines that the content page contains modified content Hems.

Neither Frefvadd nor Jammes describes or suggests “storing one or more dependency
records to capture a relationship between content items that comprise the content page, the
temnplate nsed to generate the content page, and the content items stored in the data source.” As
discussed above, in Jamares, the relationship table 202 stores data records that contains
relationship 1o group(s) having similar values, which may lead fo other associated pages. The
table is queried in response to a reguest from a consumer for a construction of a Webpage. (ol

47, lines 3 thvough 30 Jammes does not describe or suggest “regenerating the content page
where the comparison step determines that the content page contains modified content Hems™
much less “dependency records™ that “capture a relationship between the content ttems that

comprise the content page, the template used to generate the content page, and the content Hems

stored in the data souree.” As previously described, Jammes provides a user requested webpage



that wiilizes attributes of a relationship table to retrieve related data records. Jamimes does not
describe or suggest capturing any comparison or relationship between these attributes and other
content ltems stored in the database prior to entering the user’s edits or changes within the
database. Moreover, in Jospmes, the system displays all the data records that are associated with
the user request. Josumes is silent regarding determining whether the content page is out of date.
Accordingly, Jussses does not “determine if the content page is out of date™ based on
“comparing dats contained in the dependency records.” Therefore, for at least these reasons,

¥

Applicants respectiuily submit that claim 25 is patentable over Bernardo, Freivald, and Janvnes.

Closing

For at least the reasons stated above, Applicants respeetfully submit that all pending

1

clatms 1-27 are allowable over the documents applied by the Examiner, and allowance of all

~

claims is respectfully solicited. To expedite prosecution of this application to aliowance, the

Examiner is invited to call the Applicant’s undersigned representative to discuss any issues

H

relating to this application.

Dare: §7/13/07 Respectiully submitted,

Customer No. 28858
Thelen Reid Brown Ravsman & Steiner LLP

300 Third Avenue de /hm‘;(z‘
New York, NY 022 Reg. No. 58,270
Tel {212) 895-2004
Fax (2123 8952900
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